H5286

Can the gentleman tell me whether
or not, if that comes back, it will be on
the floor? I have heard some discussion
about the fact that the Speaker says it
will be on the floor, but the Export-Im-
port Bank would be open to amend-
ment.

Would the gentleman tell me whether
or not there are any plans along those
lines.

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding to me one more
time.

The gentleman is well aware of how I
feel about the Export-Import Bank,
and we have a difference of opinion. I
am one who has always believed in the
principle that you should just deal
with the subject that is before you.

We have passed the highway bill. The
best advice I can give to the Senate—it
is a clean highway bill until December
18—is to pass a clean highway bill and
move it to the President.

Mr. HOYER. I understand that that
is the gentleman’s desire. I know he is
opposed to the Ex-Im Bank reauthor-
ization.

As you know, we passed it in a bipar-
tisan fashion when the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. Cantor) was the majority
leader, and the gentleman voted for it.
He has changed his mind. Certainly
many of us do that from time to time.

But my question to him is: If they
don’t do what the gentleman sug-
gests—i.e., a clean highway bill—and
they send it back, as, apparently, Lead-
er MCCONNELL thought that they would
do, consistent with his representation
to the Senator from Washington State
and others—if they add the Ex-Im
Bank to that bill and it comes back—
I know the gentleman is reluctant to
speculate. But we have a very, very
short period of time left in this session
before the August break.

Does the gentleman believe that, if it
comes back and is in the highway bill,
that we would make the Export-Import
Bank portion of that bill at least open
to amendment?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

And if I just may correct the gen-
tleman, he took the liberty of saying
whether I changed my mind. I did vote
for the Ex-Im Bank 2 years ago, but I
voted for an Ex-Im Bank that had re-
form in it. I have not seen that reform.
I did not change my mind. I kept my
principle. The same principle that I
have is my best advice to the Senate.

I know you want to talk
hypotheticals, and I know our colloquy
is about next week. But none of that is
scheduled for next week.

But to the gentleman and to the Sen-
ate, my best advice for them is to pass
our clean highway bill and send it to
the President.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, the problem with the
suggestion the majority leader makes
is the Export-Import Bank will be out
of business. If that happens, Speaker
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BOEHNER has said it is going to ad-
versely affect jobs in America. It will
adversely affect the ability of small,
medium, and large businesses to sell
our goods overseas by people working
here in America.

The Export-Import Bank is about
jobs, and to simply let it twist in the
wind and let it be unauthorized simply
because of inattention, when it has the
majority of votes on this floor? Mr.
Speaker, I have said that over and over
again and have not been contradicted.

There are 60 Republicans who have
sponsored the Export-Import Bank’s
reauthorization. There are 188 Demo-
crats—or at least 185 Democrats who
will vote for it. That is 249 votes. All
you need is 218. There is no doubt that
the Export-Import Bank has the votes
to pass this House and the Senate, and,
yvet, we fiddle while jobs are being
burned.

Mr. Speaker, that is not good policy
for our country. It is not good policy
for our workers. It is not good policy
for our businesses, for our exporters. It
makes us uncompetitive with the rest
of the world. Sixty countries have a
similar facility. I know in a perfect
world perhaps that wouldn’t exist. But
60 of our competitors around the world
have such a facility that make their
goods cheaper than we will be making
ours.

That is not good sense. It is not good
policy. It is not the expectation, I
think, of the American people. And it
is not the will of this House.

I regret that we have not addressed
this already. But I certainly hope when
the Senate—as I expect them to do—
adds it to the House highway bill—and
I am not sure whether it will be our
bill or their bill or our bill amended—
we may have to go to conference or we
may have to get to an agreement.

But one way or the other, we ought
to adopt the will of this House and re-
authorize the Export-Import Bank so
that we will protect jobs.

It was Speaker BOEHNER who said
that it was shortly after we took the
action we took on June 30 and allowed
the Export-Import Bank to expire that
we would lose jobs. In fact, that is hap-
pening. So I would hope that that
would not be the case.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
ask the majority leader this: I get a lot
of rumors on my side. I know you get
a lot of rumors on your side. And I sort
of smile at them and I say, ‘I think
not.”

But I have had 20 Members today ask
me, Mr. Speaker, are we not going to
be here the last week of July that is
presently scheduled. And I would like
to clear that up.

I yield to my friend for a definitive
answer on the schedule for—this is a
scheduling question, by the way, as to
whether or not, in fact, we are going to
be here the last week of July.

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I smile because the only rumor I
heard more of was about Taylor Swift
in the Capitol the other day.
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I think this is just wishful thinking
of the Members. But the American peo-
ple expect us to get our work done. We
have a lot of work to get done. No, we
will be here, as the schedule says, and
we will finish it. But we will not be
leaving early.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate the major-
ity leader’s clarification. My Members
will not necessarily appreciate it, but I
understand it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY,
JULY 16, 2015, TO MONDAY, JULY
20, 2015

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that, when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 2 p.m. on Monday next and
that the order of the House of January
6, 2015, regarding morning-hour debate
not apply on that day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ABRAHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

————
FETAL BODY PARTS TRAFFICKING

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, evidence has been made
public that the largest abortion pro-
vider in America has been actively en-
gaged in the illegal and horrific prac-
tice of trafficking of fetal body parts.

Planned Parenthood performs over
300,000 abortions annually. This organi-
zation financially gains from the de-
struction of innocent, unborn children
and now has been shown to profit from
the selling of children’s organs to fetal
tissue brokers.

Those who defend Planned Parent-
hood and these evil practices argue
these clinics simultaneously provide
access to other needed health services.
Well, Mr. Speaker, one does not justify
the other.

Throughout the United States, there
is no shortage of faith-based health
service providers that, unlike Planned
Parenthood, honor, respect, and care
for all women and unborn children.
They do not prey on vulnerable individ-
uals for profit.

Mr. Speaker, I have joined my col-
leagues, calling for an investigation
into the trafficking of fetal tissue and
activities of abortion providers, such as
Planned Parenthood, companies that
broker fetal tissue, and any incentives
created by National Institutes of
Health funding for research using body
parts of unborn children.

———

PRIDE PARADE FESTIVAL IN
ISTANBUL, TURKEY
(Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)
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